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It has been repeatedly suggested in the discussions at the
Round Table Conference that the defence budget should
be put on what might briefly be described as a contract
basis—that is to say, a certain sum of money should be
handed over to the Minister responsible for defence during
a certain period and periodically this amount might be
revised. This course is open to two objections. In the
first place, the Assembly will be debarred from acquiring
training or experience in dealing with defence questions,
which it must acquire if it is ever to exercise control over
defence in the future. Secondly, it is not in the interest of
the general tax-payer to deprive the Finance Department
of all control over defence expenditure. The splitting up
of the finance of the Central Government into watertight
compartments, like Railway Finance, under a Statutory
Railway Board, Defence Finance, under the Army Minis-
ter or Governor-General, would practically cripple finan-
cial control, as large sums of public money would be
entirely withdrawn from the supervision of the Finance
Department.
There is at present no responsibility at the Centre, but
in spite of this, several departmental budgets are submitted
to the vote of the Legislative Assembly. Power is, however,
reserved to the Governor-General to restore any rejected
demand, and he actually exercises this power whenever
he considers it necessary to do so. In the Provinces,
Governors have similar powers in relation to demands for
reserved subjects.
It is suggested that the same procedure be accepted in
relation to reserved subjects at the Centre and the voting
of supplies thereon. That is to say, the legislature should
be allowed to vote, subject to the power of restoration in
the Governor-General, in case of any rejected demand.
Items charged directly on the Consolidated Fund (dis-

